Sir -Lee (1991: volume 63, page 45) claims that there is a discrepancy between the epidemiological and biochemical studies of lung cancer and passive smoking. This conclusion is arrived at by taking the excess risk of lung cancer in passive smokers relative to that in active smokers and comparing it with the difference in biochemical marker levels between active and passive smokers of the same sex and from the same study. This is an invalid comparison.
estimate of passive smoke exposure than our own. This is inappropriate, because the study was based on self-defined categories of passive smoking instead of whether the person lived with a smoker, the measure used in the epidemiological studies. Also in an attempt to ensure that subjects were not active smokers, high cotinine levels were censored and some genuine non-smokers who had been heavily exposed to passive smoke may have been excluded thereby underestimating the biochemical measure.
We do not consider that Lee's analysis casts serious doubt on the evidence on exposure to other people's smoke and lung cancer.
